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MAINTAIN PLIGHTED FAITH. 



Tlie bil! for tlie or2:ani7.auon of ihe Territories ' 
'of Nebraska and Ivanaas bein^j; under conaidera- ' 
tion — i 

Mr. CEIASE submiited the foHowiiig amend- 1 
meni: 

Strikfi out Crom sociion 14 tlio word? wa-' !<i'it<;rsei1c(l tiy 

Itie iiriticiplus ol' ilii.- Ici^i.slalinn of 1850, coim Iyc;ill<!tt 

the ooiiiproniiiie iiitjiisurcs, iiiui so tluit ihe clause will 
rca<l : 

"That the ConHtiiiitiou, anil all laws of tli<! Unit'",! Statfif-; 
wliii:li it!'.! nnt locally iiiapi'liciililc, shall hav<; the s-amo t'nrcii 
and ctloot within tlui.saidTcrritory o!'i\L'l)i-askaas(jl.st;whi;i-i; 
within the. Uiiiloi! 8tato,--, o.vc.'pt iho (;ii,'hlh s(;(;tion ol' the 
at't preparatory to tii(! admis.-^iitn 111' Missouri into the Union, 
approvv'd Mafcli 6, [&2i^, wliicli is hereby decliired inoper- 
ative." 

Mr. CHASE said: 

Mr. Pre«i(lent, I liad occasion, a few dayvS ago, 
to expose the utter groundlessness of tlie personal 
charges made by the Senator from IHinois [Mr. 
DoucLAs] against myself and tlie other signers of 
the Independent Democratic appeal. I now move 
to strike from this bill a state:nent which 1 will 
to-day demonstrate to be without any foundation 
in fact or history. I intetid afterwards to move 
to strike out the v/hole clause annulling the Mis- 
souri prohibition. 

I enter into this debate, Mr. President, in no 
spirit of personal unkindness. The issue is too 
grave and too momentous for the indulgence of 
su'-h feelings. I seethe great question before me, 
and that question only. 

Sir, the.se crowded galleries, these thronged lob- 
bies, tliis full attendance of the Senate, prove the 
deep, transcendent interest of the theme. 

A few days only have elapsed since the Con- 
gress of the United States assembled in this Capi- 
tol. Then no agitation seemed to disturb the 
political elements. Two of the great political par- 
ties of the country, in their national conventions, 
had announced that slavery agitation was at an 
end, and that henceforth that subject was not to 
be discussed in Congress or out of Congress, The 
President, in his annual message, had referred to 
this state of opinion, and had declared his fixed 
purpose to maintain, as far as any responsibility 
attached to him, the quiet of the country. Let 
me read a brief extract from that message: 

" It is no part of my jiurpose to -jrive prominence to anv 
piihj"ct which may properly lie reijarded a.s set at rest by the, 
deliberate jndi;ment of the people. Hut while the present 
isbrifiht with promise, and the future full of demand and 
inducemeiu for the exorcise of active !nlellija;ence, the past 
can iMiver be witiioiit useful lessons of admonitioii and in- 
struction. H' its diinj;ers serve not as beacons, they will 
ovideiitly fail to fulfil the object of a wise design, VViieu 



thr; araVi'! .shall have closed over all who are now endeav- 
oring lo mt!el the (dili;;ations of duty, the year IS.jO will be 
recurred to as a jjeriod fiileil with an.vinus apprehension. 
.•V succe.sslul war had just lerminau'd. I'li.ace brouirht witli 
it a vast aiiirini.'ntatiou of lerrilory. Disiurbiiii,' (luestions 
arose, bearing upon tlie domestic institutionsiif one jiortioii 
of tlie (/(oi.'ederMcy, and involvini^ the constitutimial ri!,'lit3 
of the .Siati's. Mut, notwiilisiandini^ dillerenoes ofojiiniou 
and seiuiment, which then existed in relation to details, 
and specific provi.-ions, the aciiuie.sceiice of distinguished 
citizens, whose devotion to the Union can never be <loubl- 
0(1, iiad ^'iven rtMK.'wod vi<,'or to our insiitutinns, and restored 
a s(!nse of ri.'im.-e and security to the puiilic min<l tlifoui,'li- 
out the ('onfcderacy. That thir- repose is to sull'cr no shock 
(hirim: myofficinl tV'rm, if I have power to avert it, those 
wlio placed me here may be assured." < 

The agreement of the two old political parties, 
thus referred to by the Chief Magistrate of the 
country, was complete, and a large majority of 
the American people seemed to acquiesce in the 
legislation of which he spoke. 

A few of us, indeed, doubted the accuracy of 
these statements, and the permanency of this re- 
pose. We never believed that the acts of 1850 
would prove to be a permanent adjustment of the 
slavery question. We believed' no permanent 
adjustment of that question pnssil.)Ie except by a 
return to that original policy of the fathers of the 
Republic, by which slavery was restricted within 
State limits, and freedom, without exception or 
limitation, was intended to be secured to every 
person outside of State limits and under the exclu- 
sive jurisdiction of the General Government.! 

But, sir, we only represented a small, though 
vigorous and growing party in the country. Our 
numl)er was small in Congress. By sou'ie we 
were regarded as visionaries — by some as faction- 
ists; while almost all agreed in pronouncing us 
mistaken. 

And so, sir, tiie country was at peace. As the 
eye swept the entire circumference of the horizon 
and upward to mid-heaven not a cloud appeared; 
to common observation ;bere was no mist or stain 
upon the clearness of the sky. 

But suddenly all is changed. Rattling thunder 
breaks from the cloudless firmament. The storm 
bursts forth in fury. Warring winds rush into 
conflict. 

" Em-US, Notusque ruunt, creberque procellis, 
Africus." ' ' 

Yes, sir, cnber procellis ^fricus"~the south 
wind thick with storm. And now we find our- 
selves in the midst of an agitation, the end and 
issue of which no man can foresee.. 

Now, sir, who is responsible for this renewal of 
striie and controversy.' I^oi we, for we have 
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introduced no f|uefjiion of territorial slavery into 
Congress — not we who are denounced as agitalora 
and faclionists. No, sir: the quieiists and ilie final- 
ists have become aiiiiators; they who told us that 
all agitation was quieted, and tluu the resolutions 
of the political conveniuins put a final period to 
the discussion of slavery. 

This will not escape the observation of tlie 
country. It is .S/fire))/ that renews the strife. It 
is Slavery that agiim wants room. It is Slavery, 
with its insatiate demands fur ntore slave territory 
and more slave States. 

And what does Slavery a.sk for nnw- : Wity, sir, 
it demands that a time-honored and sacred compact 
shall be rescindeil — a conijiaci which has endured 
througii a whole generation — a compact which has 
been universally regarded as inviolable, North 
and South — a com(>act, the constiiuiionaliiy of 
which few have doubted, and by Nvhich all have 
consented to abidfe. 

It will not answer to violate such a compact 
without a pretext. Some plausible ground must 
be discovered or invented for such an act-, and 
such a ground is supposed to be found in the doc- 
trine which was advanreil the other day by the 
Senator from Illinois, that the compromise acts of 
1850 "superseded " iheprohibitifin of slavery north 
of 3G0 3U', in the act preparatory for tiie admis- 
sion of IVlissouri. Ay, sir, " superseded" is the 
phrase — " superseded by the principles of the le- 
gislation of 1850, commonly called the compromise 
measures." 

it is against this statement, untrue in fact, and 
without foundation in history, tliat the amend- 
ment which I have proposed is directed. 

Sir, this is a novel idea. At the time when tliese 
measures were before Congress in 1850, wlien the 
questions involved in thetYi were discussed from 
(lay to day, from week to week, and from month 
to month, in this Senate Charnber, who ever heard 
that the Missouri prohibition was to be super- 
seded.' What man, at what tiitie, in what speech, 
ever suggested the idea tliat the acts of that year 
were to alfect the IVlissouri cortipromise.' The 
Senator from Illinois the other day invoked the 
authority of Henry Clay — that departed states- 
man, in respect to whom, whatever may be the 
differences of political opinion, none question tluit, 
among the great men of this country, he stuiui 
proudly eminent. Did he in tlie report made by 
liim as chairman of the Committee of Thirteen, or 
in any speech in aupj)ort of the compromise acts, 
or in any conversation in the committee, or out of 
the committee, ever even iiint at this doctrine of 
Kupersedure Did any supporter, or any opponent 
of the compromise acts, ever vindicate or condemn 
them upon the ground that the Missouri proliibiiion 
would be afi'ecied by them ? Well, sTr, the compro- 
mise acts were passed. They were denounced 
North, and they were denounced South. Did any 
defender of them at the South ever ju.'^tify hi.s sup- 
port of them upon the ground that the South had 
obtained through them the repeal of the Missouri 
prohibition.- Did any objector to them at the 
North ever even suggest as a ground of condem- 
i.alion lliat that proliibition wa.s swept away by 
them No, sir! No man, North or South, during 
the whole of the discussion of those acts here, or 
in that other discussion which followed their enact- 
ment throughout the country, evev intimate any 
tuch opinion^ 



Now, sir, let us come to the last session of Con- 
gress. A Neliraska bill passed the Mouse and 
came to the Senate, tuid was reported from the 
Committee on Territories by the Senator from 
Illinoi.'s, as its chairnuui. Was there any provis- 
ion in it which even squinted towards iliis notion 
of repeal by superseilure Why, fsir, southern 
gentletnen opposed it upon the very ground that 
it left the Territory under the operation of the 
Missouri prohibition. The Seiuitor frorn Illinoi.'j 
made a .speech in defense of it. Did he invoke 
southern support upon theground liiat it superseded 
the Missouri prohibition f Notatail. Wasitop- 
posed or vindicated by anybody on any such 
•ground.' Every Senator knows the contrary. The 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Atcskson,] now the 
President of this hotly, made a sf.ieech upon the 
bill, in which he distinctly declared that the Mis- 
souri prohiljition was not repealed, and could not 
be repealed. 

I will send this speech to the Secretary , and ask 
him to read the paragraphs marked. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

" 1 will now stato to tlit! Senate tlie views wliicli intUjced 
nie to oppose this proposition in the early part of the ses- 
sion. 

" I had two objections to it. One was that the Indian 
title in that 'j'erritory had not lieen e.vtinguished, or, at 
least, a very small portion of it hiid been. Anoiher waa 
the iMissouri eompromise, or, as it is commonly called, the 
slavery restriction. It was my opinion at that time — and 
I am not now very clear on that snhjeet — that the law of 
Congress, wiien the State oi Missouri was admitted into 
the Linion, excluding slavery from the Territory of Lonisi- 
ana north of '.ii]" .'Ifi', would he enforced in that 'territory 
unless it was specially rescinded ; and, whether that law 
was in accordance with the Coiistituiioii of the UniteiJ 
States or not, ii wonld do its work, and that work would he 
to preclude slaveholders from p)iiig into tliat Territory. 
But when [ came to look into that fiues'.ion, I fonm? that 
there was no prospect, no hope, of a repeal of the Mis.*ouri 
compromise, excludini; slavery from that Territory. Now. 
sir, I am free to admit, that at this moment, at this hour, 
and for nil lime to come, 1 shmild ojipose the or^'anizatiois 
or iht! selllemeni of that Territory unless my constituents, 
and the constituents of t!ie whoh; .South — of the shive States 
of the Union, could go into it upon tlie same footinu, with 
e(|u<xl rights and eqiial privileues, carryin<; that species of 
jiroperiy with llieiii as other jieople of iliis Union. Yes, 
sir, I acknowledu'c tliat that would have governed me, luil 
i have no liopi; that the restriction will ever be rejiealed. 

" I have always been of opinion that the first great error 
coiimiiiied in the political history of this country was the 
ordinance of 1787, rendeiiug the Northwest 'J'erritriry free 
territory. The next gr»'at error was the Missouri compro- 
mise. Hut ilie.y are both irremediable. 'J'here is no remedy 
for them. We must submit to tlieni. 1 am prepared to 
doit. It is evident that ilie .Missouri coniFiroiuise cannotbe 
repealed. So fur as that question is concerned, we niigh; 
as well agree to the admission of this Territory now as next 
year, or live or ten years hence.''" — Con<>rf:isionul GlobCf 
Second Hcssion liOiZ C'oni;., vol. i26, piiiic 1 1 1'J. 

That, sir, is the speech of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Atchlson,] whose authority, I think, 
must go for something upon this question. What 
does he say.!* "When I came to look into that 
question" — of the possible repeal of the Missouri 
prohibition— that was the question he was looking 
into — *' I found that there was no prospect, no 
hope, of a repeal of the Missouri compromise ex- 
cluding slavery from that Territory." And yet, 
air, at that very moment, according lo this new 
doctrine of the Senator from Illinois, it had beer) 
repealed three years' 

Well, the Senator from Missouri said further, 
that if he thotight it possible to oppose tliis re- 
iUriction successfully, he never would consent to 
the organization of the Territory until it was re- 
scinded. But, said he, " I acknowledge thiU 1 have 
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no Iiopp tlmt the restriction will ever be repealed." 
Then lie mrule some comiiliunt, riw other soiiiliern 
gentlemen linve freriuently done, oflhe ordinance 
of IT^^^T.and liie Missouri praiiii,'iti'o)i; l)ut went 
on to say, *'ihey arel.ioth irreinediabie; there is no 
remedy for them; we nuist submit to tiiem; I am 
prepared to do it; it is evident that the Missouri 
nomproniise cannot be repealed," 

Now, sir, when was this said? It was on the 
morning: of the -Ith March, just before the close 
of the hist session, when that Nebraska bill, re- 
ported by the Senator from Illinois, which pro- 
posed no repeal, and suirgestcd no supersedure, 
was under discussion. I ihink, sir, that all this 
shows pretty clearly that up to ilie very (ilo^ of 
the last session of Cnni^ress nobody had ever 
thought of a repeal by su]iersedure. Then what 
took place at the connnencement of the present 
session .'^ "^Vhe Senator from Iowa, early in De- 
cember, introduced a bill for the organization of 
the Territory of Nebraska. I believe it was the 
same bill whicii was under discussion here at the 
last session, line for line, and word tor word. Jf 
I am wrong, the Senator will correct me. 

Did tlie Senator from Iowa, then, entertain the 
idea that the Missouri prohibition had been super- 
seded No, sir; neither he nor any other man 
here, so far as could be judged from any discus- 
sion, or statement, or remark, had received this 
notion. 

Well, on the 4th day of January the Com- 
mittee on Territories, through their chairman, the 
Senator from Illinois, made a report on the terri- 
torial organization of Nebraska; and that report 
was accompanied by a bill. Now, sir, on that 4th 
day of January, just thirty days ago, did the Com- 
mittee on Territories entertain the opinion that 
the compromise acts of \S!M) superseded the Mis- 
souri prohibition.^ If they did, they were very 
careful to keep it to themselves. We will judge the 
committee by their own report. What do they 
say in that? In the first place, they describe the 
character of the controversy in re.spect to the Ter- 
ritories acquired from Mexico. They say that 
some believed that a Mexican law prohibiting sla- 
very was in force there, while others claimed that 
the Mexican law became inoperative at the mo- 
ment of acquisition, and that slaveholders could 
take their slaves into the territory, and hold them 
thereunder the provisions of the Constitution. 
The territorial compromise arts, as the committee 
tell us, steered clear of these questions. They sim- 
ply provided that the States organized out of these 
I'erritorie.s mightcomein with or without slavery, 
as they should elect, l)ut did not aflect the question 
whether slaves could or could not be introduced 
before the organization of State governments. That 
question was left entirelj' to judicial decision. 

Well, sir, what did the com?nittee jiropose to 
do with the Nebraska Territory In res[iect to 
that, as in respect to the Mexican Territory, dif- 
ferences of opinion exist in relation to the intro- 
duction uf slaves. There are southern gentlemen 
who contend that notwithstanding the i\iissotu-i 
prohibition, they can take their slaves into the 
Territory covered by it, and liold them there by 
virtue of the Constitution. On the other hand, 
the irrcat majority of the American people, North 
and South, Itelieve the Missouri prohii)ition to l-e 
constitutional and elleotunl. Now what did the 
committee projiose? Did they propose to repeal 



tiie prohibition.^ Did they suggest lliat it had been 
superseded ? Did they advance any idea of that 
kind? No, sir. This is their language: 

" t'liiliT tiiis i^crtinii, as in tlic cast; nfitK; Mexican law in 
N'('\v .Mexico anil tJlali, it is a disiniMMl jiiiiiil whether 
.■iiavijry is inoliihitcd in the Ncoraslta omuilry hy valid 
ciiactiiuMit. 'J'hi! diicisiori of tlii.s qiicsn'oii involves lliu 
cniisiiiniional power of (^inirn-ss to pass laws prosciilniiij; 
;uid rf'LMilatinu the doiiioslic insiitiitioris of tin; various Tcr- 
riliirji's ol" till! Union. In the opiniini of those <:nii»ient 
siao'sini'ii who hold that (.'oMiircss isiiivcsicd with norii;ht- 
lul anlhociiy to h;!iislal(; iipnii tin! siihjcct ol' slavery in the 
'rcrritorirs, llic cii-luii scciinn oC the act prcpaialory to the 
adinissimi of .M issonri is null and void, wiiile the prevailiiiLj 
sentiment in a lame portion <>t' Union snsiains the doc- 
trine that tin: Constitution ol" the Uiiiied .Slates si'ciires to 
every I'ili/.cn an iiiiilieiiahin right lo nnive into ;iny of the 
'I'errilories with iiis pro]i(.'iiy, of whatever kind and des- 
eripiioti, and to hold and enjoy the same tnnler the sanction 
of law, Y<iur cmninittee ito not feel themselves called 
upon to enter into liie discussion of tliese eontn.'Verteii 
ijuiv-tions. 'I'iiey involve the same ijrave issues which pro- 
duced the a^'iiation, the sectimial "strife, and the fearful 
siruL"ile of 18o(l." 

This language will lioar repetition: 

" Vour conimilleo dn nut feel themselves called upon to 
enter into liie disens^ion of these controverted qiioslioup. 

' 'I'liey involve the saim; i:rave issues which produced thn 
a;.'ilation. the sectional strile, and tlie fearful struggle ot 

; laso." 

And iliey go on to say: 

" Conirress deemed it wise and prudent to refrain froui 
riecidini; the matters in controversy then, either hy atiirnuni; 
or repealing the .Mexican laws, or hy an act declaratory oi" 
' the true intent of the Constitution am! the extiMil of the 
' prntecliofi allorded hy it to slave property in the 'i'erritories; 
: so your committee are not pre-pareil now to recomiin.'nd a 
I de|)arliire from the course pursued on that memorahle occa- 
'simi, either hy atlirming or reiM.'aiing the eighth section of 
' the .Missouri act, or hy any act declaratory of the meaning 
, of the Constitution in respect to the legal points in disptue." 

' Mr. President, here are very remarkable facts. 
: The Ctnnmittee on Territories declared that it was 
! not wise, that it was not prudent, that it was .not 
right, to renew the old controversy, and to rouse 
' agitation. They declared that they would abstain 
; from any recommendation of a repeal of the pro- 
'liibition, or of any provision declaratory of the 
construction of the Constitution in respect to the 
legal points in dispute. 

Mr. President, i am not one of tliose who sup- 
' pose that the qiiesrinn between Mexican law and 
the slave-holding claims was avoided in the Utah 
and New Mexico act; nor do I think that the in- 
troduction into the Neliraska bill of the provisions 
' of those acts in respect to slavery would leave the 
question between the Missouri prohibition and the 
■ same slaveholditig claim entirely unaOected. I am 
' of a very diflerent opinion. P»ut I am (le;iling now 
' with tfie report of the Senator from Illino'is, as 
' chairtTian of the committee, and 1 .'•^how, beyond 
'all controversy, that tliat re])ort gave no counte- 
nance whatever to the doctrine of repeal by supcr- 
sedure. 

Well, sir, the bill reported by the committee was 
printed in the V/ashington Sentinel on Saturday, 
Jaiiuary 7. It contained twenty sections; no more, 
no less. It contained no provisions in respect to 

' slavery, except those in the TJtith and New Mex- 
ico bills. It left those provisions to speak for 
themselves. This was in harmony with the re- 
port of the committee. On the lOth of January — 
on Tuesday — the act ajifieared again in the Senti- 
nel; i>ut it had '.'■rown lonijjer during ilte interval. 
It appeared now with twenty-one sections. There 

i was a statement in the paper that the t wenty-fir.st 
section luul been omitted by a clerical error. 
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Pjiif, sir, it is a singulnr fnct tlint tlus twenty- ' 
first scctiiin is entirely nut of linrmtMiy with ihe 
ccrnmiupe's ropun. It uM(lert»kfs td determine 
t!ie ell'edt of tlif provision in the Uttih unil New ' 
Mexico hills. Itdeclfires, amon!r other things, thnt 
nil qiiestiovis pertaininr to slavery in the Territo- 
ries, and in the now States to he formed therefrom, 
are to be left to the derision of the people residinij^ 
therein, tlirouijh their appropriate representatives. 
This provision, in ellect, repealed ihe iVIissouri 
prohihif ion, which the committee, in their report, 
declared ou£cht not to he done. (sir. possible, .<ir, 
thai this wasa mere clerical error Mtiy it not be 
that this twenty-first section was the fruit of some 
Sunday work, between tSaturday tiie 7th, and Tues- 
day tli^e IDih ? 

But, sir, the addition of this section, it .seems, 
did not help toe l>ill. It did not, 1 suppose, meet 
the approbation of southern gentlemen, who con- 
tend that they liave a ri<j:ht to take. the siave.'^ into 
the Territories, nolwithstandin;: any pi'ohibitinn , 
citlier by Congress or l)y a'I'erritorial Legislature. 
I daresay it was found thnt the votcH of these gen- 
tlemen could notbeh.ad for the bill with that clause ' 
in it. U was not enouirh that the committee had \ 
abandoned their report, and added thi.s twenty- ' 
first section, in direct, cnntrn vention of its reason-' 
ings fmd principles. The twenty-first sectirm itself 
must be al)an{loned , and the repeal of ih.e iNlissouri ' 
prohibitior' fdaced in a shape which would notdeny 
the .slave iioliiin:? claim. 

The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Djxov,] on 
the IGth January, submitted an amendment \v hich 
came square up to repei\l, and to ilie cliiim. That 
amenilment, probably, produced some fluttering 
and some consuUatimi. It met the views of 
southern Senators, and probably determinetl the 
shape whicli the bill lins finally assumed. Of 
the various mutations which it has uiidergnne, I 
can hanllv be mistaken in altril>ulini: ihe, last to 
file jinieiulment of the Rentitor fVoiu Kentucky, ' 
TlnU ibore is no ellect without ;i ctni'se, is jimong 
our earliest lessons in physical philosophy, and 
I Icnow of no cause v.-hich will acc(uint for the re- 
markalile cliangps which the bill underwent after 
the Kith of .lanuary, other than that amendment, ' 
and the determination of snutJiern Senators to sup- ' 
por' it, and to vftte against any provision rec.og- 
iii/Jng the riirht of any 'i'erritoriai Legislature to 
prohil)itthp introduction of slavery. 

it was just seven days, Mr. President, after the 
Senator tVom Kentucky had offered his ametnl- 
me)it, thnt n fresh atneiulment was repnn-ted from 
tiie Connnittee on Territories, in the sha[»e of a 
new bill, enlarged to forty sections. This nev.' bill 
cuts off from t!\e projtosed Territro'v hiilf a decrree 
of latitude on the south, and divides the residue 
into two Territories — the southern Ternou'y oj' 
Kansas, and the m-)rthern Territory of Ncbr.-iska. 
It apjilies to e.ach all the provisiims of fhf Utah 
and New iMoxico bills; it rcJeMs entirely the 
twentv-first c|orica1-error section, iind abroirates 
the Missouri prohibition by the very sin_;:u!ar 
jirovision, which I u'ill read: 

'I'lic ( 'iiiisti;niii)ii ;inil all |:uvr< of (!ic I'nitcil ^-tiuc-; 
which arc iici |np;illy inanpliciililc. >liall have tin' >aiiic 
Ibici! Jiiiil cllcci wiihiii saiil 'rcniliM) <>i' .\clir.i.-!\a a.- 
olscuiicic wiiliiii till' l.'iiiii'd .-^lalcs, c.vci'pi ilic ciMjitl! ,-••■(;. 
lion ol' tlic aiH jiii'pai'ai to ihc achiii>>ii'ii ot' \Ij---iinii 
iiU'i llic I'lii"!!. Alarcli ii, l-'-J(>. whi'.'h wa-; --iiiiri-- 

.si?iicil l>y till.' |)riiii'i|iic^ dt' the lci,;isl;iiioii ol' I c.iiiinioiily 
calli il the (.riMii|>Mjiiii>c iijea>ufc.-, and i.s ihci-jiuiX' dcclait.il 
l.n(fi,!.'i;iii\u. " 



Doubtless, Mr. President, this provision oper- 
iites as a repeal of the prohibition. The Senator 
froni Kentucky was right when he said it was in 
effect the ouuivalent of his amendment. TlmsR 
who are willing to break up and destroy the old 
compact of !S"20, can vote for tliis bill with full 
assurance tliat such will lie its effect. Put I ap- 
peal to them not to vote for this .supersedure clause, 
I aslf them not to incorpoiate into tlie legislation 
of ihecountry n declaration which every one know.') 
to be wholly untrue. 1 have said that this doc- 
trine of superserhire ip new, I have now proved 
that it is a plant of but ten days' irrowth. It wa.,-? 
never seen or heard of until the :i,'.M day of Janu- 
ary,* Iffo-I. It was upon that day that this tree 
of Upas was planted: we already see its poison 
fruits. 

The provision i have quoted abrogates the Mis- 
souri prohibition. It a.sserts no right in the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature to prohibit slavery. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois, in hi.s speech, was very careful 
to assert no right of Icirislation in a Territorial 
Legislature, except su!)Jecl to the restriction.'' and 
limitations of the Constitution. "We knov/ wei! 
enough what the understanding or claim of south- 
ern gentlemeii is in respect to these limitations and 
restrictions. They insist that by them every Ter- 
: ritorial Leo:islature is absolutely i"'recluded fro.m 
' power of legislation for the prohil.nlion of slavery, 
J [ v.'arn gentlemen v.-lio propo.ge to support this: 
, bill, that their votes for tliis provision will be re- 
', garded as admitting this claim. 
! I have thus given a brief account of the muta- 
; tions which this bill has undergone. I have shown 

■ the recent origin and brief existence of the pretense 

■ that the Missouri prohibition is .superseded by the 
legislation of 1850. 1 now appeal to the Senators 
whositaround nie,atnl who with me partic.ipaied in 

' the discussions of iyr>0 — I ask them to say whether 
any one of them imagined then, or behoves now, 
' that tiie Missouri prolnbiiion wms superseded by 
■the legislation of that year. Here, sir, sits the 
.Senator from V^'irt^inia, [iVlr. M.xi^o.v] — will he say 
: that at any time before the OMd of January, I8;"i4, 
he ever lieard sucli a |)roposition stated or nuiin- 
lained anywhere, by anyliody.^ No, sir, he will 
: not say it. There is no evidence that the asser- 
!: tii,)n was ever made befitre that day, when it made. 
,' its !ij)pear<uice in the Senator's bill. It is a re- 
tnarkable circumstance, that five thousand copie.'s 
' of the committee's report have l.)een printed by t)ie 
order of the Senate, and I knov/ not how many 
for individual subscribers, and circulated lliroui!;h. 
the country , sustaining the bill upon ^he ground 
that the iVl issouri prolnbltion is neither repealed 
I noraflirnied — while the h\\\ ilself as now iimended 
, expressly abrogates that prohibiiiun. The r^'porl 
as circulated condemns the bill as amended , and 
the bill fis amended (.-ontradii'ts the report ns circn- 
l.'iied. All this musi necessarily mislead atid con- 
fuse the public judgment. 

I have now m-oved that the doctrine of super- 
sedure is n iinvthy. I will |"iroceed to prove that 
'. it is as groundlfss as it is novel. 

The Senator from Illimus, in his speech tlie 
other day, nuide a ireneral charge of ,f,n-oss iirno- 
raiiceof the hi.-^tory and geotri'a|ihv of 'he counirj' 
a^^^•linst, tilt' siL;tiers of the hidependeiU neinocratic 



.•\ ppe.'ij 



aim 



siMiib'd out several paragraphs of 
that Appcii! for special reprehension. Il wa;^ 
niiher adroit in tiie Senalor to mix the defeiuje of 
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his own bill with an fittack upon two Senators it in the Senator's speech would lead one to sup- 
whoae opinions on slavery questions tire at vari- 1| pose that it was an important part of the Louis- 
aiice with those most commonly received here, j} lana acquisition. It is, in fact, not of the smallest 
But this movetnent will not, 1 think, avail him j consequence. There are no inhabitants there, 
much. I have no fears that he can refute any I li is, as I have said, a secluded little valley 
statement, or overturn any proposition of that ad- in the Rocky Mountains, visited once by Fremont, 
dress. Sir, he might as well attack Gibraltar. ;| and penetrated occasionally by wandering bands 
True in all its statementSj and irrefragable, as I, 'of Arapalioes and Utahs. The summit of the 
believe, in all its reasonings, it is impregnable to Rocky Mountains was assigned as the eastern 
any assault by him, or any man. i| limit of Utah. That limit, in consequence of 

The first specification under his general charged the curvature of the mountain range, iiuppened 
of ignorance and misrepresentation, denies the | to include this valley. Nobody here, at the time 
truth of a statement which I will now read: jjof the passage of the Utah bill, adverted to that 

"Tlit;s<! acts wun; iiovor snpp'>*'f'<l t» (I'TOfrafe or toncli fact. It was known that the Rocky Mountain 
tlie oxi.'^tiiiir exclusion of slaviiry from wliui fs now called ' j-{tnge was very near the arbitrary line fixed by the 
Nel.ra.ska. Tlioy applied to the Territory arjiuir.Ml <>"'» ! treaty , and nobody ever dreamed that the ndo]>tion 
Mexico, and to that only. Tliey were iiitOMiled as a siutic- m ' .J' •> , , , , c \t. \ 

tnont of the controvur-sy growiuK out of tliai auqui-siUon, , ot that range as the eastern boundary of Utah 
and of that controversy only. Tliuy iinirit stand or fall hy i; would abrogate the Missouri prohibition. The 
ilieir own nit;rits." •; Senator reported that boundary line. Did l\e tell 

That the first sentence which I have read is ab- • the Senate or the country that its establishment 
soluteiy true, I suppose no man now doubts. vvould have that efiect.? No, sir; never. Theas- 
Senators who were here during the discussions of | serticn of the Senator that a " close examination 
1850, must remember that the report of the Com- !| of the Utah act clearly establishes the fact that it 
mittee of Thirteen distinctly stated that the com- ; was the intent, as well as the legal eflect of the 
promise measures applied to the "newly acquired ' ^ compromise measures of 1850 to supersede the 
territory." The honorable and distinguished i; Missouri compromise, and all geographical and 
Senator from Michigan sits near me, and can say 'i territorial lines," is little short of preposterous, 
whether any syllable was uttered in the Committee [■ There was no intent at all, except to make a con- 
of Thirteen or elsewhere, to his knowledge, which | venient eastern boundary to Utah, and no legal 
indicated any purpose to apply them to any other ' eflect at ail upon the Louisianaacquisition, except 
Territory. If I am in error, I beg the Senator to ,, to cut off from it the little valley of the Middle 
correct me. [Mr. Cass remtxined silent]. I am jj Park. 

right, then. ij The second specification of the Senator, denies 

But the Senator from Illinois says that the ter- '] the accuracy of the following statement of the ad- 
ritorial compromise acts did in fact apply to other ; dress, in relation to this pretense of super.sedure: 
territory than that acquired from Mexico. How ;l .t-pj,,, con.pro.ni.so acts theuiselvcs refu«! ilii:^ prcKm- 
does he prove that." He says that a part of the " yion, in the third article (U' the .'••econi! suciion of the joint 
territory was acquired from Texas. But this very re.-^niution for annexin-,' Texas io ilie IJnitcd .-siiUes/ii !.■;! 
territory which he says was acquired from Texas ' : '•■M'ressiy declared that ' in such State or .States an shall he 
•' . \ 11 ^ c y/t • \p A/1 • 1 1 lorined out ot said J eiritory north ol said iVi issouii coiii- 
was acquired hrst from Mexico. After Mexico i ^ ,,r,„„i,^ ,l,i,,,.rv or invuluntary .•ervitude, exeept for 
ceded it to the United States, Texas claimed that ' ciinu.', shall be piohihiied ;' and in the act for oijjaniy.in-; 
that cession inured to her benefit. That claim, ■^It-^'^'i;"! ^^'-iil'ii;; il'':''"i''i'l:i^v ^^Tt^vas,.M pinvi.^^^ 

only, was relinquished to the United States. The i V'T '"'"JVi' lTf """'r (I\'^^''o^• 
' , K . -11.. which disiiiicily proi-ervea this noliiliiUon, and flouts the 

c^se, then, stands thus: we acquired the territory ; i,.,,,;.,;^^,.,! pretension that all the territory of the United 
froiTii Mexico; Texas claimed it, but gave up her states, whether north or south of the .Missouri couipruuiise 
claim. This certainly does not disprove the asser- '; '''i'N '"^ "P^n to slavery. It is as follows: 
i\r.n tlint I Ii o tcv~-U.^^-,r ,.,c.ci o n > , ! -o,! r,.r..-vi IVA £j I ' '* ^ /"mviilril . 'fUM fiotliiriL' lieieiii eoiilaliied shn'.l he cnn- 
tiot that the territory was acquired fiom Mexico, ; „n„.d to impair or qualify A.svnuN.ieontained in the third 
and as certainly it does not sustain the Senator's '> ;i,,i,..|u of the seeoud sreiion of the y>\n\. resohninn fur an- 
assertion, that it was acquired from Texas. |! nexingTexas to the Uiiil<;d .States, approvi'd .Man.'h 1, I.-:'!"), 

The Senator next tells the Senate and the coun- "' ;-•''>','''• •'•^ /"irards the numher of Stai-^s th;.t mkiu her-afier 
try, tha. by the Utah act, there was include,! in :! "! 

the rerntory of Utan a portion of the old Louis- Hie Missouri act, prohihitiuir slavery nonh of .'Jtr far 
iana acquisition, covered by the Missouri prohib- ;' from heiuy ahrogated hy the couiprnmise aot-, is cxiiressly 
ition, which prohibition was annulled as to that [itl'nned; and that the proposed repeal of this pn^hihition. 

1 .1 * • . /..I ^ . T. , instead ol heiiisi an athruiauoii ol the eoniproinise acts, is 

portion by the provisions of that act. Every one ; ^ ,,,,„.j, i,„,„,rtant provision of the most ii .rt- 

Ot all acquainted with our public history knows ant aet of the serie?. it is soletnnly deciareil in the very 
that the dividing line between Spain and the ciuiiprfiniise a- e- • i'/iai ?io//i/rix //rroni ,-fi;ir;/,ir«' s/n.-// 

United States extended due north from the source ' '■''^'f''''f.'.''cf °\'P'"'\niy^''- pniiiii'iii";' of slavery 
c ,\ \ \ . .1 n 1 r .\ i > iiorl li o! .10', and yet, 111 tile lace Ol tins deelaralKUl, that, 

of the Arkansas to the 42d parallel of north lati- pr„|,ii,iii„„ is said toheovMihrown. Can presump- 

tude. That arbitrary hne left within the Lou- tion further };o .^^ To all who, in any way, lean ujiun these 
isiana acquisition a little valley in the midst of <-"i<ipronuses, we coinmeiul this exposiiion," 
rocky mountains, where several brf-nches of the This is what the Senator .says in his speech 
Grand river, one of the affluents of the Colorado, ' about the passages I have just read from tlie ad- 
take their rise. Here is the map. Here spreads tlress: 

out the vast Territory of Utah, more than one bun- ■ ., r • • 

1 „i I • I. ■'.1 1 -1 n " Tiev sujipyess the followiiiL' inatf-na facis, whii''li. il 

(Ired and eighty-seven thou.sand square miles. Here produeeil, w.u.id hav. dispiove.l theirstat. nM.ni' Tle y f,r.^. 
is the little spot, hardly a pin's {loint upon the map, su|ipress tlm fact that the sanx- ^eetion of the iid cuts ol!" 
which 1 cover with the tip of my little fir;4er, ^ from Tex^is, and ee'ih-s to the United States, , -hi Umt pnrt ol 
which, according to theboundary fixed by the'ier- ' J''f;'' 'i'-;',"""'' "f :t()'. They th.o ^upp^.ss the- 
• I 1 Ml , ,v r .AT • • • • .turllier lael that tlie same seiMion of the law cuts oil from 

ritorial nil, was cut oH from the Louisiana acquisi- .j.,,,,,, ,,,,,,, „f ....niiitrv on the wrst, uhmc !h;i„ Hire- 

tion and included in Utah. The account given of ;; degrees uf longitude, ami added it to the leiritory of i!i'.:L'!ii. 
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led Stulfis. 'I'hdv Ili(,',n suppress tlio rurllinr fiict tlmt this 
Kirritnry iliiis eiil ofl' t'rnin Textis, mid to which tiic Missouri 
coinpniinifli! line did a[)ply, was incnr|>oral,e{| into th(! 'J'er- 
ritury ol" New Me.\ic<». And liien whiU wte done : ll was 
incnrpor.'iteil into lliiit Territory with tlii;* (riatiae: 

" 'Thai when iidniitted as u .Stale, tlie said 'I'erritory, or 
any portion of the same, siiail he rec(!ived into tim Union 
with or vvithoiil slavery, as tiioir constitution luuy prescribe 
at the tiuie of its adoption.' 

"Yes, sir, tlie very iiili and section from which tliey 
quote cuts otVali lliatparl of Texas which was to Ipel'n.'e t)y 
tlie Missouri conipromisi!, together with some on the sruiiii 
side of tile line, incorporates it into tlie 'I'erritory of \ew 
Mi.'.vico, and liien says that that Territory, and every portion 
of the sail)'-., shall cfune into the Union with or without 
slav(!ry, as it sees proper." 

The assertion here is, that all the territory ' 
claimed Ity Texas north of SC^ 30' v/as cut ofl" by 
the Texan boundary and New Mexico act. ' 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Read it. , 
Mr. CHASE. 1 have read it; but will read it : 
again. • 

" Yes, Fir, the very hill and section from which they | 
quote cuts oil" all that part of Texas which was to be free hy ' 
the Missouri eomiiromiscj tofjether with sonic on the soutii ; 
.«ide of the line, incorporates it with the TerriUM> of New ; 
IMexico.and then says that thai territory, and every portion ■. 
of the same, shall come into llie Union with or without 
slavery, as it sees proper." | 

Mr. DOUGLAS, (in his seat.) Most of it. i 
Mr. CHASE, in his speech the Senator said i 
ALL the territory claimed by Texas north of .3G0 ; 
30' was incorporated into New Mexico. Now he ' 
says, MOST of it. These are very difierent state- ! 
ments. I will shov/ the Senate what was and [ 
what was not incorporated. Thel)oundary line be- ' 
tween Spain and the United States— for 1 want to ' 
make this matter perfectly clear and distinct — was ! 
this : 1 

"The boundary line between the two countries west of 
the Mississipjii, shall bes^iii on the Gulf of Mexico, at tlio 
mouth of the river Sabine, in the sea, continuinii north 
along the western hank of that river, to the :y2° of latitude ; : 
thenc(! by a line due north to the dejirce of latitude where , 
11 strikes the l!io Uoxo of Natchitociies or Red river ; then ; 
followiiij^ the course of the Rio Roxo westward, to the de- ' 
sree of I(m<;itiide .1(10° west from Loudon, and 9?.° from ^ 
Washiucton ; then crossing the said ited river, and runninj; ■ 
thence by a line due north to the ru-er .Arkaiisas ; thence i 
ibllowin^' the course of ihe southern bank of the Arkansas '. 
to its source in latitude '12° north, and thence by that jiaral- ' 
lei of latitude to the South Sea."' i 

Novv look at this boundary upon the map. Here ' 
it is. [Exhibiting the map.] Here we up the [ 
Sabine to the .320 parallel; then straiijht north to the ; 
Red river; then along the Red river to the 100^ of' 
longitude; then straight north again to the Arkan- ' 
sas; then up the Arkansas to its source; then ' 
straight north once more to the 4:P of latitude. : 
There you see the iioundary between the United 
States and the Spanish possessions, as defined by 
the treaty of 1820. 

Now, what did Texas claim? Here is the most 
authentic evidence of it in her own act, approved 
December 1!), 1830, by Sam Houstom. 1 will 
read it: 

lU'iiinnini,' at the month of tlie Sabine river, riiimiii',' 
west aldiii.' till' Ciilf (»f Mexico, three leauu(!s from l.anil. in 
the monlh of ihc Ki()(;ra!ide; thence up the principal stream 
of the said river to its source; then due nortli to the -l-J' uf 
uorlh laliliiili'; tln-ncc tiloiti; tlic hcnnuhiri/ line us .7/.'/inr.7 , 
in llirtrc<il!i I'dirccn the United States and Spain to the 
bcsiinnin^." 

That, sir, is the boundary claimed by Texas. 
After her annexation to the United States, and after 
the treaty with Mexico of Guadalupe Hiilalgo, 
Texas asserted her claim to the whole territory in- 
dv.di'.d within the.se limits. The Senator from'Vir- 



ginia [Mr. Mason] was among those who regarded 
this claim of Texas as just — not because of any 
valid original title to the territory, but because of 
the implied recognition of her title by the United 
States. I need not say that I, in cornmon with 
very many others, dissented from that view. But 
the Senator from Virginia, and other Senators, 
maintained it. That Senator, on the .30th July, 
18')0, moved a joint resolution recognizing this 
claim, which 1 will read: 

" Hcsolrrd, &.C., 'IMiat by the joint resolution, approved 
March 1st, 18-l.'i, for annexing- Texas to the United States, 
it being ordained that 'the territory properly included 
within and riijlilfully belonging to |lie Republic of Texas, 
may be erected into a new State,' &c., it is the opiiiiou 
andjuilgment ofCongress, that th« admission of 'I'exas into 
ihe Union, with the houndariesdescribed by the laws there- 
<»f, nf)t objected lo by the United States, aitlie time of such 
annexation, is conclusive, as ajj^ainst thel'nited Stales, of 
the riijilt of Texas to the territory included within such 
bouniiaries." 

The recognition proposed by this resolution 
would give to Texas all the land east of the Rio 
Grande, and a line drawn from its source to the 
forty second parallel, and west of the line between 
the United States and the Spanish possessions al- 
ready described. 

Now, sir, of the territory within this claim of 
Texas, that part between the 32° and ,380 of north 
latitude, and west of 10,3O of longitude, was incor- 
porated into the Territory of New Mexico, That 
part between the 38ih parallel and the Arkansas 
river, stretching north toward the 42d parallel in a 
long narrow strip, and that other part included 
within lOQO and 103O of longitude, and 30° 30' 
north latitude, and the Arkansas river, were 
not incorporated into New Mexico, nor relin- 
qtiished to Texas, but became a part of the territory 
of the United vStates. Here are these two tracts of 
country, which the Senator says were cut off from 
Texas, and incorporated into New Mexico. If 
the claim of Texas was valid, they were cut off 
from her territory, but they were not incorporated 
into New Mexico. The Senator is totally mis- 
taken as to that; and it is not a trifling mistake. 
The tract west of New Mexico, between 36° 30' 
and the Arkansas river, contains over twenty 
thousand square miles. It is not easy to estimate 
the contents of the other tract. The first is as large 
as Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusettli, 
and New Hampshire put together. The two tracts 
probably are nearly ecjual in extent to the whole of 
?Tew England , excluding Maine. There are seven 
States in the Union neither of which equals in ex- 
tent the larger of these tracts, nor probably the 
stnaller. Not one foot of this territory was in- 
corporated into New Mexico, and yet the Senator 
asserted tlmt it al! was. I repeat, sir, that here 
was a great error. I show the Senator that he 
was wrong in a very material statement. But did 
1 accuse him, therefore, of falsifying the public 
history of the country? of wilful misrepresenta- 
tion? of falsehood? Not at all. The Senator, 
like other men, is liable to error. If he falls into 
error upon a point material to any controversy 
which I may happen to have with him, I will cor- 
rect the error, but I will not reproach ilie man. I 
will not charge him with violating truth, or with 
intentional misrepresentation. 

I said the other day to that Senator, when lie 
proposed to deny to me a postponement warranted 
by the usages of the Senate, ttiat I thought him 
incapable of understanding the obligationsof cour- 
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tesy. I prefer now to restrict that statemenf , nntl 
say thfit the Senator, on that occasion, under some 
excitement, perhaps, and perhaps influenced also 
by an over-anxions desire to hasten the vote ufion 
his bill, disregarded the obligations which courtesy 
imposes. I make this remark ijecauae I am un- 
willing, under any provocation, to do any injus- 
tice to a political or personal opponent. While 
1 say this, however, I ought, perhaps, to add in 
reference to a remark which fell from tiie Senator 
on that occasion, that at no time did I ever ap- 
proach him with a smiling face, or an angry face, 
or any face at all, to obtain from him a postjione- 
ment of his hill, in order to gain time for the cir- 
culation of attacks upon it. 1 have condemned 
his bill strongly, and have condemned his action 
in bringing forward this repeal of the Missouri 
prohibition. But I have done no injustice to the 
Senator. All that I have done at all I have done 
openly. I have not waged, nor will I wa^e a war 
of epithets. It neither accords with my principles, 
nor with my tastes. But while I wage no such 
war, I dread none. Neither vituperation, nor de- 
nunciation, will move me, while I have the ap- 

Froval of my own judgment and conscience. But 
did not mtend to recur to this matter, and 
willingly dismiss it. 

* If the Senator is wrong, as I have shown he is. 
in respect to the incorporation of all the territory 
cut off from Texas into New Mexico, then he is 
also wrong in his declaration that the compromise 
act of IS.'iO does not preserve and reassert the prin- 
ciple of the Missouri prohibition. 

The facts are few and simple, and the inference 
from them obvious and irresistible. 

The third article of the joint resolution for the 
annexation of Texas read thus: 

" New .States, of cnnveniont size, not CAceedinL' four in 
ntiinlier, in addition to said Stale of Texas, !lavin^ siitricienl 
population, may hereafter, by the eonsent of said State, he 
formed out of the Territory thereof, which shall be eniiiled 
to admission under tlie provisions of the Fed(!ral (Jonsiiiu- 
tion. And such States as may hi; fnnned out of tiiat portion 
of said Territory lyiii}; south "of 3f»° 30' north latitude, (>nm- 
nionly known as the Missouri compromise line, shall he 
admitted into the Union, with or without slavery, as the 
people of each State askin<; athnission maydesin;. And in 
such State or Siate^B as shall be form'Ml oui of said Territory 
north of said Missom-i comprmnise line, slavery or involun- 
tary servitude (exce|)t for crime) shall be prohibited." 

Here is an express stipulation that slavery shall 
be prohibited in any State formed out of the ter- 
ritory of Texas north of .'iOO ;jU'. This was a 
valuable stipulation for freedom, in case the claim 
of Texas was a valid one to the whole territory 
within her boundaries. The Senator from Virginia 
regarded thatclaim as valid ; and it was upon his mo- 
tion thatthe proviso which I now proceed to quote 
was incorporated into the Texas boundary bill: 

" /Voi'Wi.v/, Thai nolliin<; herein c(mlained shall be con- 
strued to iinjiair or (|ualify anytiiinc contaim-d in tin! third 
article of tlie seconrl ser.iion of the joint resolution for an- 
iiexiii!.' Texas to the Unilfd Stales, approved .'March 1 . is-ifi, 
cither as reirards the number of States that ntay hercaller 
be formed out of tin! State of Texas or oTninavisi;." 

Here was a compact between two States. So 
far as the parties were competent to enter into it, 
it was obligatory atul permanent. That compact 
covered all the territory rightfully within the lim- 
its of Texas, tintil rescinded, it could make no 
difference if a portion of that territory should be 
subsequently relinquished to the United States. 
That would not disturb the eflect of the compact. 
But this matter was not left to in erenceor conjee- ' 



, lure. .\t the very rnomeiit of relinqui.shment, tho 

, United States and Texas, by agreeing to the pro* 
viso I hiue quoted, sa\ed tlie coniiniet, and con- 
tinued it iti full force in all its provisions. 
Nothing ran be clearer, tlien, tlnin that, if the 

' two tntcts of country oC whii-.h 1 have spoken were 
within the rightful tdaim of Texas, the compact 
applied to them, and the j)rohibition of slavery 

; in the States to be created out of ili(in,is still in 
force. And it is-, perhaps, at this <!ny the oniy 
prohiliition which is in fnrre tluM'c-; lor tlie iMi.''- 
souri prohiltitinn , emu'ted in K''';.^), may be regard- 

: ed as restricted to the limits of the Louisiana ac- 

I qui.^ition as defined by the treaty with Sjiain, 

[ which was concluded in that year. 

' But the Senator from Illinois s;iy.s that the pro- 
hibition in the tvnnexaiion resolution was of jio 
practical iilVct, extSeiil to preserve the ["rincijile of 

; the iNIissouri compronu'se. I'hai was true, if Te\a.s 

' never hail any just claim north of .'{tP ."{()', Upon 
that sunj->()silion, also, the .Ma.son provi.so had no 

' effect as pre. erving and reaiHrmiiiu' an actiuil pro- 

' hibition north of 'MP 'W , Imt still served to pre- 
serve the principle. It i.s impo.ssilile to maintain, 
as the Senator does, that the third article of the 

' original joint resoluti(Ui, thon!:h of no practical 
eflect, ]>reserved the principle of the .Missouri com- 
promise, and yet deny that the Ma.^oii jiroviso, 
which reaffirms and recstaiilishes, ,ms part of a 
new compact, every provis-ion of thtir iliird article, 
preserve.-? that pri?iciple. If the principle was pre- 
served by one, it must be by the oilwr. 

I have now, 1 think, demonstrated that the Sen- 
ator from Illinois was cleaily wrnim in asscrtiug 
the incorporation of till the territory cut off from 
Texas into New Mexico: and just as dearly 
wrong in denying the reatlirmtinct- of the prin- 
ci|ile of the Mi^^souri compromi.se by cue oftho.se 
very compromise acts which, as he would have u?j 
say, superseded it. Certainly the Senate, when 
it adopted the Mason provisn, v.-iihoui a division, 
and the lloiisej when it agreed to ihe Kill of which 
it vvas a part, must Inive inteiuled t<.i kfe|i alive 
and affirm every provision iif the third arti'-le ofthe 
annexation resolution. One of these r'rovi.sions 
proliiliited slavery north of HCh^ .'{il'. That pro- 
vision preserved the principh' of ilie .Mis.'^ioiiri com- 
pronu's??. The proviso, uu<fn in coniiccfiim with 
that (U'ovision, make.s- it clear iicvfind ai! question 
that the comttromise acts prp.^ervcd t!!;;t |irin>-ipie., 
and rejected tlie consetinonc.e which it is now sought 
to force upon them. 

I sul)mit to the Senate if 1 have not completely 
vindicated this ]iart of the apj-eal a;:ainst the 
speeeh ofthe Senator.' The eirnrs. misi.akes. mis- 
rejiresentations, are all his own. Xoiie are found 
in the a|ipeal. 

The third specification of the Sen;'.tor charges 
the signers of the appeal v/ith rnisrcrespntalinn 
of the original policy of the country In respect to 
slavery. Tiie Senator says: 

"Till- arL'umi'Ut of this niaMllc-lri i^ luciin upon ihe 
as-iimptioii that the policy of the taihers m' ihi' llrpiiblic 
wa-i to pniliibit slavery in all the 'rerrifurie, di-il (ly ihe 
old ."^tates to the t'lijnii, and made Cuiieil >;i.iies leriiiury 
for the inn pose of beiiiL' or'iani/.ed into !ie\v .-^tates. 1 take 
issue upon tiiai siaiiMiient. 

The Senator then proceeds to attempt to show 
that the original policy nf the coutiiry v.-a.s one of 
inditrerentism between slavery am! freediun ; tmd 
that, in pursuance of it, a L^enirrajihicai line was 
established reaching from the east to the western 
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limit of ilie original Stiilpf! — tliat is to say, to tlie 



Mi.ssi.- 



••MM" 



riVLT. Sir, il" anyllnng is siis;ce(itible 



of aljsoiiue liistorical demonstration, I tliinlc it is \ 
the jirniHisiiitin ilw\t tlie founders of tliis P.eiuililic 
nevi'r cuniemi^iatt'il any extension oC slavery. 
Let us foi' a few momeuis retrace the past. 

What was the general sentiment of tlie country 
v.'hen the n!.-rl;irati(ni of Iiidei'iendonce was pro- 
mulgated r I invoke Jedei'son as a witness. Let 
iiim speak to us from his grave, in tlielanguage of 
I'iis memorii'.ilf- (.'XiHisitimi of the rights of British 
America, laid hcfino the Virginia convention, in 
August., Il i-I. These are his woriis: 

"'I'lu' alinliiiiiii (if liiiiiH.'stic siiivcry is ilii? iiii'atnst nlijcct i 
of (li'-iif ui Ui<'.-i' cuiiiiiics, wlnai: it was UMliiiiniily iiilio- 
iliiccil in tliuir iai'aiit siiui;." 

in the spirit wliich animated .Tefrerson, the First 
C(Migres:-: — the old Congress of 1774 — among their , 
lirst nci.-!, entered into a solemn covenant again-st , 
the slave irattic. 

In IVVli, the Declaration of Indepenilence, 
drafted liv .lell'ersoii, annotiiiced no such low and 
narrow principles as seem to lie in fashion now. 
That iimn(n-tal document asserted no right of the 
stro'ig to oppress the weak, of the majority to 
enslave tiie miiuirity. It promulgated the sub- 
lime creed of human rights. It declared that am. i 
MKN are created e(pial,and endowed by their Cre- . 
ator with inalieiinhle rights to life and liberty. n 

'J'he first, aciptisition of territory was made by . 
the Ijinifd States three years before the adojMion 
of the Constitution, .lust after the country had 
emeruf'd from the war of independence, when its 
strn^^u^les, perils, and principles, were fresh in re- 
merni.irance, and the spirit of the llevolution yet 
lived and burned in every American heart, we 
made <mr first acquisition of territory. That ac- 
quisition was derived iVoin — I might, perhaps, bet- ; 
ter Say cimfirmetl by — the cessions of Virginia, . 
iNew \'ork,aiid Ctmneciicut. It was the territory 
northwest of the river Ohio. 

CiM'gre.ss forthwith proceeded to consider the 
subject of its governmer.l.. i\'Ir. Jellerson, Mr. 
I IowelljMiid i\lr. Chase were apjioitited a com- 
mittee to draft an ordinance makinii: jn'ovision for 
th.at oliirrt. The ordinance reported was the work 
of i\I r. .U-lTerson, and is marked ihrougliout liy 
i\is spirit of I'oniprehensive intelligence, and de- 
votion to liberty. It did itot condne its regards to . 
the lerritin-y actually a'Tjuired, Imt con:eni|)lateil 
further acijuisit ions by the (sessions of other States, 
it priivuleil I'll- the orirani/'ttion of temporary and 
perntanent State govermnents in all territory, 
^vhet her " (-eiled Of to be ceded," from the .'Usi 
parallel, the luamdary between the United States 
and the Spnuish pr<r,'i nee of Florida on the south, 
to ilie .pil ]):irallel, the bouiidarv between this 
country .-md the ib'itish jn^sst'ssious (ui the north. 

The 'i'erritory was to belbnried iutti Snues-. the 
settlers wiTf to receive nnthority iVom ll'.e (.b'U- 
oral (_iovprnniem to form temporary >roverninenls. 
M'he lempoi-io'v uiivenimeiits weie to contiimf untd 
the populatmii sliotn'd increase to twenty thousand . 
inhabitants; and then the temporary were to be 
convei'ieil into pcnniuienl t^overiinienls. lioth the 
leitiporio'v and ilic perinaiii.-ni iX"Via'innen!s wert- to 
be esfai.'iir lied U|iioi rertaui prim-ipit's, expre.-^sly 
set lorlh 10 i!ie nrd ni.'oice, as their basis. Cliief 
among ilmse was the important prmasu tri which 
1 now a:d< the aiirolion of the Senate: 

'•Ailci Hie year IduO of the L'lui.-tian cr;i lliere sliall Ijc 



aciiiier slavi'ry tair iiivolnntary ticrvituili; in any nf[\\r. said 
Sunt!.-;, nHii!i vvis(! than in the iHiiiislnncin ol'ciinie.- wlieroof 
liie partii's sliall have lioeii duly caavietod Ki liave been 
|iur.MMUiliy ;j!uiity." 

Let it be noted and remembered that this pro- 
viso applied uol only to the territory which had 
been ceiled alretuly by Virginia and the other 
States, but to all territory ceded and lo be ceded. 
There was not one inch of territory within the 
whole limits of the Republic which was not cov- 
ered by the claims of one or another of the Stales. 
It was then the opinion of many statesmen — Mr. 
.lederson himself among thein — that the United 
States, under the Constitution, were incapable of 
accpiiring territory outside of the original Stales. 
The .Ted'erson proviso, therefore, extended to all 
territory which it was then supposed the United 
States could possibly acquire. 

Well, what was the action of Congress upon 
this proviso? Mr. Speight, of North Carolina, 
moved that il be stricken from the ordinance, and 
the vole stood, for the proviso, six Slates — New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
iiecticut,'*New York, and Pennsylvania; against 
it, three Stales — Virginia, Maryland, and South 
Carolina. Delaware and Georgia were not then 
represented in the Congress, and the vole of North 
Carolina being divided, was not counted; nor was 
the vote of New Jersey counted, one delegate onl;Jr 
being present. But the Senate will observe that 
the Stales stood six to three. Of the twenty-three 
delegates present, sixteen were for the proviso, and 
seven against it. The vote of the States was two 
lo one, and that of the delegates more than two to 
oite for the proviso. But under the provisions of 
•■.he Articles of Confederation which then controlled 
the legislation of Congress, the votes of a mf\jority 
ol" all the Slates were necessary to retain the pro- 
viso in the ordinance. It failed, consequently; 
precisely as a proviso in a treaty must fail unless 
it receive the votes of two thirds of the members 
of the Senate, Sir, if iluit tloclrine of the rights 
of majorities, of which we hear so much and see 
in actual practice so little, had then l.ieeii recog- 
nized — if the wishes of a majority of the Stales,, 
and of the majority of the delegates, had pre- 
vailed — if the almost miivei.sal sentiment of the 
people had been respected , die question of slavery 
in this country would lifive 'ueen settled that day 
forever. All the territory acquired by the Union 
would htive been, covered with the irnpeiietrahle 
rrgi.s of freedom. But tiien, as now, there was a 
slave interest in the country — then, as now, there 
was a slave power. The interest was compara- 
tively small, iind the power comj^aratively weak; 
but they were sudicient, under the then existing 
Govermnent , to defeat the proviso, and transfer 
the gretil question of shivery to futiu'e discussion. 
Tiie tacts whitdi I have detailed, lmwever,are suf- 
licient lo show what was the general sentiment, 
and what was the original polii^y of the country 
in respect to slavery. It was one of limitation, 
disi'ouragenieiit , repression. 

What iie:it ociairred The subject of organiz- 
inir this Territory remaitied iiefore Congress. Mr, 
.1 ell'erson , in 1 7c,"'), went to France. His trreal influ- 
ence wa.s no longer fell in the councils o[' the coun- 
try, but his proviso remained , ami in 17S7wasi-n- 
cnrjKU'ated into the ordinaiire for ih.e government 
of the territory mn-thwesi of the river Ohio. I 



beg the Senate to observe, that this territory was, 
at that nmment, the whole territory beiong'ing to 
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the Utiiletl Stales.. I will not Iroulile the Senute 
by reading the proviso ol' the oriliiiuiice. it is 
enougii to say that the Jellersnn Proviso of 1784, 
coupled with a jirovisioii saving to the original 
Slates of the Union a rii^ht to reclaim fiitritives 



or to continue slavery. Mr. Madi.son hini.self re- 
cords, in his Report of the Debate of the Conven- 
tion, his own declaration, that it was " wronj; to 
admit in the Constiintion the idea that there could 
be property in men." Every clause in the Consli- 



from service, was incorporated into the ordinance, ' tntion which refers in any way to .sluve.s sjieaksof 



and became a fundamental law over every foot of 
luilinnal territory. What was the [lolicy indicated 
by this action liy the father.s of the Republic? 
Was it that of iridinereiitism between slavery and 
freedom ? that of establishing a geographical line, 
on one s'(]e of which there siiould be liberty, and 
on the other side slavery, both e(p.ially under the 
protection and countenance of the Government? 
No, sir; the furthest thing possible from that. It 
was the policy of excluding slavery from jill na- 
tional territory. It was adopted, too, under 
remarkable circumstances. The territory over 
%vhich it was eslal)lislied was claimed by Vir- 
ginia, in right of her charter, and in right of con- 
quest. The gallant George Rogers Clarke, one of 



them as person.s, and excludes the idea of propierty. 
In some of ilie States, it is true, slaves were re- 
garded as property. 

The language of Mr. Justice McLean on this 
point is very striking. He says: 

" 'I'liai cannot divust llioiii nf iti«; I(;atliii(| and cniitrolling 
(jiiality of'iKTsons liy wliidi tli<\varo (l(.'si::iialc(i in tlie (jon- 
^tinuioii. 'J'tiu ciiaracter of properly is fjivnn lli(;ni l)y llie 
local law. 'J'liis law is rfSfiptici^ul, and all riiitiis nnilcr i\ 
arc prolocied by the Foderal aiuliorincs;. Hut ilm (Jou.sti- 
tinion acls upon slavcH as porsons, and not as propoiiy." 

Well, sir, not only was the idea, of property in 
men excluded from the Constitution; not only 
was there no power granted to Congres.s to au- 
thorize or enable a.ny man to hold finotlier as prop- 
erty, but an amen(biient was afterwards ingrafted 
upon tlie Constitution, which especially denied all 



the Ijravest and nitblest sons of that State, had, 
with a small body of troops, raised under her i .such power, 
authority, invaded and conquered the territory. ;| The history of that amendment is worth atten- 
Slavery was already there, under the French colo- 1 tion. The Stale which the Senators from Vii-ginia 
nial law, and also, if the claim of Virginia was I'so ably represent on this floor was one of those 
well founded, under the laws of that Slate. These ',. which immediately after the adojifion of the C(m- 
fticts prove that the first apj^lication of the original | slitution proposed amendments of it. One of the 
policy of the Government converted slave territory j ' amendments whicli she proposed was this: 

" No frcoman ought to be taken, itni)risoMt'd,or (Icprivod 
of his frtioiioltl, lilierticf, or franchi.-'t's, or onlla\vi:d, or ex- 
iled, (!r in any manner deprived ol'hia lite, liberty, or prop- 
erty, but by tin; law of the land." 

JDid Congress adopt that amendment ? No, sir; 
it adopted and proposed to tlie States a very dif- 
ferent amendment. It was this : 

" No person * ^ * shall be deprivtid of lite, liberty, or 
proi)erty, witlimitdiie process oi"law." 

Now, sir, in my judgment, this prohibition was 
intended as a comprehensive guarantee of ]iersonaI 
freedom, and denies absolutely to Congress the 



mlo free territory 

Now, sir, what guarantees were given for the 
maintenance of litis policy in lime to come? I once, 
upon this floor, adverted to a fact, which has not 
atlracied so much attention, in my judgment, as its 
importance deserves. It is this: While the Con- 
gress was framing this ordinance — almost the last 
act of its illustrious labors — the convention which 
frattied theConstitution was silting in Philadelphia. 
Several irentlemen were metnijers of both bodies, 
and at the time this ordinance was adopted, no prop- 
osition in respect to slavery had been discussed in '■' power of legislating for the establishnienror main 
the convention, except that which resulted in the ! tenance of slavery. This amendment of itself, 
eslaltlishment of the three fifths clause. It is im- i rightly interpreted and applied, would be sutricient 
possible to say, with absolute certainty, tliat the j to prevent tlie introduction of slaves ittlo any ler- 
mcorporation of that clause into the Constitution, '.{ ritory acquired by the United Slates. Atall events, 
which gave the slave States a representation fori; taken in connection with the ordinance, and with 
three fifths of their slaves, had anything'lo do with j' the original provision of the Constitution, itshoAvs 
the unanirnous vote by which the proviso was in- !| coiiclu.sively the absence of all intention upon the 
grafted tipon the ordinance; but the coincidetice is \\ part of the founders of the Government to aflord 
remarkable, and justifies the inference tliat the i any countenance or protection to slavery outside 
facts were connected. At all events, the proviso ' of State lirnits. Departure froin tlie true inlerpre- 
can hardly fail to have been regarded as affording j' tation of the Constitution has created thenecessity 
nguarniiiee for theperpetuation of the policy which ji for positive prohibition. 

it estal.)lislied. \\ My general view upon this subject is simply 

Already seven of the original thirteen Slates! this; Slavery is tlie subjection of oiie man to the 
liad taken measures for the abolition of slavery ' ' absolute disposal of another man by force. Mas- 
within their limits, and were regarded as free|'ler and slave, according to the princijiles of the 



States. Six only of the original Slates were re-' 
garded as slave States. The ordinance provided , 
ibr the creation of five new free Slates, and thus ' 
secured the decided ascendency of the free Siate.s 
in the Confederation. 'J'he perpetuation of sla- 
very even in any State, it is quite obvious, was not 
tlien even ihotiglit of. 

And now, sir, let me ask the attention of the 
Senate to the C'institution itself. That charter 
of our Government was not formed upon pro- 
slavery princi[>lef!, but upon anti-slavery ]irin- 
ciple.s. It nowhere recogni/.es any right of prop- 
erty ill man. It nowhere confers tipnn the Gov- 
ernment which it creates, any power to establish 



Declaration of Independence, anti by the law of 
nature, are alike men, endowed by their Cretitor 
with equal rights. Sir, Mr. Pinckney was right, 
when, in the Maryland House of Delegates, he 
exclaimed , " By the eternal principles of ju.stice, no 
man in the Slate has a right to hold hi.s slave for 
a single hour." Slavery then exists nowhere by 
the law of nature. Wherever it exists at all, it 
must be through the sanction and support of muni- 
cipal or State legislation. 

Upon this stale nf things the Constitution acts. 
It recogni/.es all men as persons. It confers no 
power, but, on the contrary, expressly denies to 
the Government of its creation all power to e:;tab- 
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lisli (!!• contiiuio nliivory. Congress has no ninre ' of Maryliuul for the Distriol of Colunibiii, were 
power iiniltr the Cnnsiitution to mnlfe !i slave thiui ileparturea from original policy; biu tliey iiidi- 
to make a kitig; no more power to eslablisl) slavery, caleil no purpose to estalilisli any geographical 
than to esialilish the Inf[uisition. ' line. They were ti>e resiili of ilie gradually in- 

At the same time tlie Constitution confers no creasing indid'erence to the claims of freedom, 
power tui Congress; but, on the contrary, denies plainly perceivable in the history of the country 
all power to inioriere with the internal policy of after the adoption of tlie CtniNiituiion. Luther 
any State, sanctioned and established by its own Martin had complained in 1788, that " when our 
Cunsiitutidii and its own legislation, in respect to own liberties were at stake we warndy felt for the 
the [tersonal relations of its inhabitants, The common rights of man. The danger being thought 
States under the Constitution, are absolutely free to be passed which threatened oursi'lves, we are 
from all interference by Congress in that respect, daily growing more and mcu'e insensible to those 
except, pierhaps, in the case of war or inaurrec- rights." It was this growing insensibility which 
tion; and may legislate as they please within the led to these departures from original policy. Af- 
limitatirms of their own constitutions. They may terwards, in 180.'J, Louisiana was acijuired from 
allow shivery if they please, Just as they may license France. Did we then liasten to establish a geo- 
otlier wrougs. i'>ut State laws, by which slavery graphical line? No, sir. in tjouisiana, as in the 
is allowed and regulated, can operate only within territcu'ies acrpiired frmo Georgia ami North Caro- 
the limits of the Slate, and can have no extra- ; lina, Congress refrained from applying the policy 
territorial ellect. |; of 1787; Congress did not interfere with existing 

Sir, 1 could quotetheopinions of soutliern juilges slavery; Congress contented itself witli enactments 
ad f/)/iii(hnn, ill support of tlie doctrine that slavery prohibiting, absolutely, the introduction of slave.v 
is against natural right, absolutely dependent for from beyond the limits of the United States; and 
existence or continuance upon State legislation, also prohibiting; theirintroduction from any of the 
1 might quote the scornful rejection by Randolph , States, exceju by bona fide owners, actually re- 
of all aid from the General (jovernment to the in- ' moving to Louisiana for settlement. When 
stitntion of slavery within the States. I might' Louisiana was admitted into the Union, in ]81'3, 
quote tiie decision of the celebrated Chancellor no restriction was imposed upon her in respect to 
Wythe, of Virginia — overruled afterwards, I ; slavery. At this time, therj were slaves all along 
know, in the court of appeals — that slavery was : up the west bank of the Mississippi as far as St, 
so against justice, that the presumption of freedom Louis, and perhaps even above, 
must be allov/ed in favor of every alleged slave ' In 18JB Missouri applied for admission into the 
suing for liberty, and that the onus of proving ' Union. The free Slates awoke to the danger of the 
l!ie contrary rested upon the master. i' total overthrov/ of the original policy of the coun- 

l think 1 have now shown that the Ordinance try. They saw that no State had taken measures 
of 1.787, and the Constitution of the United States, ' for the abolition of slavery since the adoption of 
■were absolutely in harmony one with the other; , the Constitution. They saw that the feeble at- 
aiui that if the Ordinance had never been adopt- tempt to restrict the introduction of slaves into 
ed, the Constitution itself properly interpreted, the territories acquired from Georgia and from 
and administered, would have excluded slavery France had utterly failed. They insisted, there- 
from all newly-acquired territory. But, sir, what- ; fore, that in the formation of a constitution, the 
ever opinion may be entertained in respect to the people of the proposed State should embody in it 
interpretation of the Constitution which I defend, a provision tor the gradual abolition of the exist- 
one thing is absolutely indisputable, and that is, ing slavery, and prohibiting the further introduc- 
tiial it was the original policy of the country to [ lion of slaves. By this time the slave interest had 
exclude slavery from all national territory. become strong, and the slave power was pretty 

That policy was never departed from until the firmly estaljlished. The demand of the free States 
year 17!H), when Congress accepted the cession, ' was vehemently contested. A bill preparatory to 
of what is now Tennessee, from North Carolina. the admission of Missouri, containim; the pro- 
But did the acceptance of that cession indicate any ' posed restriction, was passed by the House and 
purpose of establishing a geographical line between sent to the Senate. In that body the bill was 
slavery and freedom ? Why, sir, on the contrary, ' amended by striking out the restriction ; the House 
the State of North Carolina, aware that in the' refused to concur in the amendment; the Senate 
absence of any stipulation to the contrary, slavery , insisted upon it, and the bill failed. At the next 
would be prohibited in the ceded territory, in pur- '[ session of Congress the controversy was renewed, 
suance of the established policy of the Govern- In the mean time Maine had been severed from 
ment, introduced into her deed of cession an ex- ' Massachusetts, had adopted a constitution, and 
press provision, that the anti-slavery article of : had applied for admission into the Union. A 
the ordinatire of 1787 should not be applied to it. bill providing for her admission passed the House, 
It may be said that Congress should have refused ;' and was sent to the Senate. This bill was amend- 
to accept the cession. I agree in tluit opinion, ed in theSenate by tucking to it a bill for tlie admis- 
But slavery already existed in the district as part sion of Missouri, and by the addition of a section 
of the State of North Carolina, and it was pro- ' prohibiting slavery in ail the territory ac(|uired hy 
bably thoii!j;ht unreasonable to deny the wisti of Louisiana' north of '.ICf ']\V . The Flouse refused 
the State for its c.intimiance. to concur in these amendments, and the Senate 

The same motives decided the action of Georgia . asked for a committee of conference, to which the 
in making her cession of the territory between . House agreed. During the |u-oirress of these 
her western limits and the Mississippi, and the events, the House, after passing the Moine bill, 
action of T'ongress accepting it. The 'acceptance '' had also jiassed a bill for the admission of Mis- 
of both tliese cessions, as well as the adoption souri, eml^odying the .-estriction upon slaverv 
and recnactment by Congress of the slave laws , in the State. The Senate amended the bill by 
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strikinsj oui the reslricition, and by iiiserliiig llie 
Beclion |iruliil)iiin;; riltivery north of !31P 30'. 

Tliis Htciion cuine froin the Smith, t.lirou}i;h Mr. 
Thonitus, H Soiikilnr iVuin Illinois, wlio hml uni- 
formly voleil with the slave States ajrniuNt all 
restriciion. It was adopted onthelTth February, 
Jbi'l), as an uniendnieni to the Maine and Mis- 
souri bill, by 'M ayes, ai^ainsl iO noes.* 

Mr. llUiN'l'Kll. I think that the provision 
passed wiihouia division in tiie Senate. 

Mr. CMAS13. The Senator is mistaken. 
Fourteen Senators from the slave Stales, and 
twenty iVoiu the free Slates voted for that amend- 
ment. liit;ln, froi'n the An-rner, and two fron\ the 
latter voted axniinsl it. No vote by ayes and noes 
was taken when the sume amendment was en- 
grafted upon the separate Missouri' bill, a few 
days later, the sense of the Senate having been 
ascertainetl by the former vole. 

This was the condition of matters when the 
committee of conference, for which tlie Senate 
luid asked, niiide their report. The members of 
the committee from the Senate were, of course, 
favorable to the Senate amendments. Jn the 
House, the Speaker, Hf.nmiv Clay, was also in 
favor of ihem. and he had the appointment of the 
committee. Of course he took cure, as he has 
since itifurmed the country, to constitute the com- 
mittee in such manner and of sucli jiersons as 
would 1)8 most likely to secure their adoption. 
The result was what mi^ht have been expected. 
It recommeiuled that the Senate should, recede from 
its amendments to the Maine bill, and that the 
House should concur in the amemlments to the 
IMiasouri bill. Enough members from the free 
Stales were found to turn tlie scale ag;ainst the pro- 
posed restriction of slavery in the Slate; and the 
amendment of the Senate striking it out was 
concurred in l.)y ninety yeas against eighty-seven 
nays. From this moment successful opposition 
to the introduction of Missoui'i with slavery was 
impossible. Nothing remained but to determine 
the character of the residue of the Louisiana ac- 
quisition: ami the amendment prohil)iling slavery 
north of H(P 30' was concurred in by one hundred 
and thirty-tour yeas against forty-two nays. Of 
tiie yeas, thirty-eight were from slave and ninety- 
six from free States; of the nays, thirty-seven 
were from slave States and five from free. Among 
those who voted with the majority was Mr. 
LowKUKs, of South Carolina, whose vote, esti- 
mated by the worth and honor of the man, out- 
weighs many opposites. 

Now, for the first time, v.'as a geographical line 
established between slavery and freedom in this 
country. 

Let us pause, and ascertain ujion wiiat princi- 
* Tin; Vfitf was fdilo'.vf-- ; 

A^■I•'/^^ — .M<;«srs. Morrill iiiid P;irrnf,of \p\v Haiiipsliiri; ; 
Mcllrii foiil ( of .Mii.<s!iclm<< tts ; Diiii.'i .tikI I-iiiim;ui, 
or L'iMimrticiit : iiiirnll and lliiiilcr, itC Kliodt; I^laiiil ; I'al- 
iii»;r and 'I'ichciinr, of ViTiiiont ; and Satiiiird, nf 

New York : I lickcrson and Wilson, of New Jersey, I,(i\v- 
rie and Kniicris, ot' Pennsylvania ; ItUL'u'li-'s and Trinilde, oi" 
Ohio; li(ir<ey and Van' I >yk(!, nC Delaware : Moyd and 
Pinkney, nCNiaryland : St<d,es, iifXortli Carnlina ; .Inlifisiiri 
and liuiian ol" Kentiieky ; ivitfin and William-. of 'reiines- 
s(?(! ; Itniwii and ,li>|in-'nn, ol' (.uiii-iana ; Leake, nt' Mis- 
Hissippi : Kini,' and Walker, of Alabama; Kdwards and 
'J'liiMiias, of I lliiniis. 

N'l U'.S — .Messrs. \f)lile and Taylor, of Iinliann; Bart'Otir 
and Pleasants, id" Virsiinia ; Miifon, of Vorlli Carolina; 
(.'aillaiil and Smiih, ol' South Carolina ; Klliutl and Walker, 
ofUuurgia ; and Williams, of Mississrijipi, 



)de this compromise wa-s adopted, and to what 
territory it applied. The controversy was be- 
tween the two great sections of the Union. The 
subject was a vast extent of almost unoccupied 
country, embracing the whole territory west of 
the Mississippi. It was territory in which slave 
law existed at the time of acquisition. The com- 
promise section contained no provision allowing 
slavery south of 'MP It could never have 
received the sanction of Congress if it had. The 
continuance of slavery there was left to the determ- 
ination ofcircumsiances. There was, probably, an 
implied understanding that Congress should not in- 
terfere with tlu' operation of those circumstances — 
and that was all. The prcfhibition north of ',iCP .'JO' 
was absolute and perpetual. The act in which it 
was contained was submitted by the President to 
his Cabinet, for their opinion upon the constitution- 
ality of that prohibition. Cvluoun, Cuawkoud, 
and Wiur were members of that Cabinet. Each, 
in a written opinion, affirmed its constitutionality, 
and the act received the sanction of the President. 
Thus we see that the parties to the arrangement 
were the two sections of the country — the free 
States on one side, the slave States on the other. 
Thesul)ject of it was, the whole territory west of 
the Mississippi, outside of the State of Louisiana; 
and the practical operation of it v/as, the division 
of this territory between the institution of slavery 
and the institution of freedom. 

The arrangement was proposed by tlie slave 
States. It was carried by their votes. A large 
mnjority of southern Senators voted for it; a ma- 
jority of southern Representatives voted for it. It 
was approved by all the southern members of the 
Cabinet, and received the sanction of a southern 
President. The compact was embodied in a single 
bill containing reciprocal provisions. The admis- 
sion of Missouri with slavery, and the under- 
standing that slavery should not be prohibited by 
Congress south of HG"^ 30', were the considerations 
of the perpetual prohibition north of that line. And 
that prohibition was the consideration of the ad- 
mission and the understanding. The slave States 
rei-eived a large share of the consideration coming 
to them, paid in hand. Missouii wtu admitted 
without restriction by the act itself. Every other 
part of the compact, on the part of the free'States, 
has been fulfdied to the letter. No part of the 
compact on the part of the slave States has been 
fulfilled at all, except in the admission of Iowa, and 
the organization of Minnesota; and now the slave 
States propose to break up the contract without 
the consent and against the wiil of the free States, 
and upon a doctrine of supersedure which, if 
sanctioned at all, must be inevitably extended so 
as to overthrow the existing prohibition of slavery 
in all the organized Territories. 

Let me read to the Senate some paragraphs from 
Niles's Register, published in Baltimore, March 11, 
J8:2(), whicli show clearly what was then the uni- 
versfil uniiersfandingin respect to thi.sarrnngement: 

" The territory nnrtli of :^()' is 'forrrcr^ forhitldijn to 
lie peopled wuli slaves, exeept in tlie .Stat(! of .Missouri. 
The riL'hl, then, to iiduhit s!av(;ry in (tny the 'I'erritoriCH 
is clearly ami comitletely ackmnvlediri'd, ami it is condi- 
tioned as to somt! of ihem, that even when they Ifccoinc 
.SVa^rv, slavery shall he \/'orcrer' jirrdiihited in ihciii. 'J'liero 
is m» hard-hip in this. Tlitj 'I'erritorie.-j heloin; lo the 
Cnited StaU's, and tin; rJovornment may riuhtl'i)lly jirc- 
serjlK; the t<;rnis on which it will dispose ot' the 'pwhiic 
lands. 'I'his ^rcat point was atrreed to in tin; Senate, :J3 
votes to 11 ; and in the llmise of IteprcsentiUives hy KM to 
■1-2, or really UVJ to 37. And wc trust that it id tifjleriiiiiiotl 



14 



Horcvcr^ in roppfot tn tlie coiintrios imw .subject to the decide the queslinn for fill the territory covered by 
k-fe'ishition of the General Goveriiinunt." !l them, so far as legislation could decide it, against 

I ask Senators particularly to mark this: !! freedom. California, indeed, was admitted us a 

'ijf is frxic tkc coinpromisc is supportcii oiihj Inj the letter \ t'l'ee Slate; and by her admission the scheme of 
or the law, repenlahic hy the unthoritii which enacted it; hut ' extendin"; H line of slave States to the Pacific was, 
the ciicinnstanv.cs of the ease ^ivc lathis lawn mnKKUi'MKCK : , .Ipfpnfpjf Tl)p nrincinif nunii which 

equal to that of u positive nrovUion of the Consiiiniion; , '0^ the time, lie eateu. 1 lie pi uicip e upon wnica 
(tudwc do not 'hazard nmjthini' Inj sandi;- that, the Couaii- ': northern friends Of the territorial cottipromise 
tulion exists in its ohserinnxr.e. ' Ihnh iiartii!:* Iiavi! sm'ri- acts vindicated their support of them was this: 
fico.i much lo cDnciliaiinti. >Ke wish to sec the c;omi'a(;t ' gijivery is prohibited in these Territories by iVl exi- 

At?i»/'. t(i i;oo(/ /la/A, and we tnjst that a luiiil l'rov((|(Mii;»! will I i , ■' , , „ ,i k., ^ 

oi/..n the vvuv to relieve uHof an evil wiiich every ^oo.l eit- , can law;— that law IS not repealed by any provision 
izen (!epreea"ti!s as the supreme cur^e of the country." i of the acts ;— indeed , said nfiany of them, slavery 
That, sir, was the language of n Marylander, ''cannot exist in any Territory, except in virtue of 
in 1820. He expressed the ilniversal understand- ^ a positive act of Congress— no such act allows 
ing of the country. Here tlien is a compact, com- ' slavery there— there is no danger, therefore, that 
plete, perfect, irrepealable, so far as any compact, :| any slaves will betaken into the Territiuy . South- 
embodied in a legislative act, can be said to be irre- . ern supporters of the measure sustaiiiot! them upon 
pealable. It had the two sections of the country ■'. quite opposite grounds. Under the provisions of 
for its parties, a great Territory for its subject, ; tiie Federal Constitution, they said, the slaveholder 
and a permanent adjustment of a dangerous con- ,| can hold his slaves in any Territory in spite of any 
troversy for its object. It was forced upon the [)roliibition of a Terrij^iria! Legislature, or even of 
free States. It has been literally fulfilled by the 
free States. It is binding, indeed, only upon 
lionor and conscience; but, in such a matter, the 
obligations of honor and conscience must be re- 
garded as even more sacred than those of consti- 
tutional provisions. 

Mr. President, if there was any principle which 



prevailed in this arrangement, it was that of per 
mitting the continuance of slavery in the localities 
where it actually existed at the lime of the acqui- 
sition of the territory, and prohibiting it in the 
parts of territory in which no slaves were actually 
held. This was a wide departure from the ori- 
ginal policy whicli contemplated the exclusion of 
slavery [from territories in which it actually ex- 
isted at the time of acquisition. But the idea that 
slavery could ever be introduced into free terri- 
tory, under the sanction of Congress, had not, as 
yet, entered into any man's head. 

Mr. President, I shall hasten to a conclusion. 
In ]848 we acquired a vast territory from Mexi- ; 
CO. Tiie free States demanded that this territory, ■ 
free when acquired, should remain free under the 
Government of the United Slates. The Senator; 
from Illinois tells us that he proposed the exten- ; 
sion of the Missouri com[iromise line tlirough 
this territory, and he complains that it was re- 
jected by the votes of the free States. So it was. 
And why } Because the Missouri compromise tqi- 
plied to territory in which slavery was already 
allowed. The Missoiu-i ] r >liibition exempted a 
portion of this territory, iind the larger portion, 
from the evil. It carried out, in respect to that, the 
original poliry of the country. But the extension 
of that line through the territory acquired from 
Mf'xico, with the understanding which the Sen- 
ator tVom Illinois and his friends attached to it, 
v/ould have introduced slavery info a vast region in 
which slavery, at the time of ac.(|uisition, was not 
allowed. To agree to it would have been to re- 
verse totally the original policy of the country aiul 
to disregard the princi[ile upon which the Mis- 
souri compromise was based. 

It is true that when the controversy in respect to 
this territory came to a conclusion . I he provisions 
of the acts l)y which territorial governments v.-ere 
organized, were in sorne respects worse tlian that 
pro[iosition of tiie Senator. While those bills pro 



an act of Congress. The Mexican law Ibrbidding 

I ^ ■» • ■ • 

! slavery wasabrogated at the moment of acf[uisiiion 
1 l)y the operation of the Constitution. Congress 
has not undertaken to impose any prohibition. 
; We can, therefore, take our slaves there, if we 
|! please. 

!; The committee tell us that this question was 
" left in doubt by the Territorial bills. 
Ii What, then, was the principle, if any, upon 
;! which this controversy was adjusted.' Clearly 
i this: That when free territory is accjuired, that 
I partof it which is ready to cotne in as a free State 
j shall be admitted into the Union, and that part 
'! which is not ready shall be organiiied into terri- 
! torial governments, and its condition in respect to 
\ slavery or freedom shall be left in doubt during 
the whole period of its Territorial existence, 
j; It is quite obvious, Mr. President, how very 
i' prejudicial such a dout)t must be to the seltlement 
I and improvement of the territory. But I must not 
pause up<m this. 

The truth is, that the Compromise acts of ]8r)0 
' were not intended to introduce any i)riiici[ile of 
; territorial organization applicable to any other 
Territory except that covered by them. 'I'he p.ro- 
fessed ol.ijectof the friends of the compromise acta 
[ was to compose the whole slavery agitation, 'i'here 
' were various miitters of complaint. The non-sur- 
[ render of fugitives from service was one. The 
'". existence of slavery and the slave trade liere in tliia 
District and elsewhere, under the exclusive juris- 
diction of Congress, was another. The ap|ire- 
hended introduction or prohibition of slavery in 
the Territories furnished other grounds of contro- 
versy. The slave States complained of the fVee 
States, and the free States com[.lained of the slave 
, States. It was sujiposed by simrie that this whole 
agitation might iie stayed, and finally put at rest 
by skillfully adjusted legislation. So, sir, we had 



the omnibus bill, and its app.endages the 



fugi- 



tive slave bill, and the District slave trade suppres- 
sion bill. To please tiie North — to please the 
free Slates — California was to be adiniited, and 
the slave dcjiois here in the District wei'e to be 
broken up. To please the slaves States, a stringent 
t'ligitive slave act was to be [lassed, and slavery 
was to have a chance to get into ihe new Terri- 
tories. The .sup|HM't of the Senators and llepre- 



fessed to leave the([uesti()n of slavery or no slavery sentatives from Texas was to be gained Ijy a liberal 
ill the Territories, unallecled by their provisions, to ad justnieiit of boundary , and by the assumption of 
udicial decision, they did, nevertl!e!e,ss, virtually a large portion of their State debt. 



Tlie general 
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result coiitemplaled was a complete and final ad- 1} fitreama mix so imperceptibly that the observer 
justment of all questions relating to slavery. The ; cannot fix the spot where the meeting waters 
acts passed. A number of the friends of the acts \\ blend. 

signed a compact, pledging themselves to support j This second era was the Era of Consi^uvatism. 
no man for any office who would in any way rejiew '! !ts great maxim was to preserve the exiisting con- 
ihe agitation. The country was required to ac- j dition. Men said, let thnigs remain as liiey are; 
quiesce in the settlement as an absolute finality. let slavery .stay where it is; exclude it where 
No man concerned in carrying tho.se measures i it is not; refrain from disturbing tlie ).niblic quiet 
through Congress, and least of all the distinguished | by agitation; adjust all diilerences that arise, not 
man whose eliorls mainly contributed to their sue- by the application of principles, but by compro- 
cess, ever imagined that in tlie Territorial acts, j| mises. 

which formed a partof the series, they were plant- j It was during this period that the Senator tella 
ing the germs of a new agitation. Indeed, 1 have us that slavery was maintained in Illinois, both 
proved tliat one of these acts contains an express svhile a Territory and after it became a Stnie, in 
stipulation v/hrch precludes the revival of the agi- '| despite of the provisions of the ordinan'ce. It is 
tation in the form in which it is now thrust uf)on ]' true, sir, that the .slaves held in the Illinois coun- 
the country, without manifest disregard of the pro- ^1 try, imder the French law, were not regarded as 
visions of those acts themselves. ;■ absolutely emancipated by the provisions of the 

1 have thus proved beyond controversy that the ij ordinance. But full efiect was given to the ordi- 
averment of the bill, which my amendment pro- j nance in excluding the introduction of slaves, and 
poses to strike out, is untrue. Senators, will you ' tims the Territory was preserved from eventually 
unite in a statement which you know to (ie contra- ; liecoming a slave State. The few slaveholders in 
dieted by the history of the country ? Will you in- j the Territory of Indiana, which then included 11- 
corporaie into a pul.dic statute an affirmation which ;| linois, succeeded in obtaining such an ascendency 
is contradicted by every event which attended or fol- in its afi^airs, that repeated applications were made 
lowed the adoption of the comprom.ise a^.ts? Will ' not merely by conventions of delegates, but by the 
you here, acting under your high responsibility as .Territorial Legislature itself, fora.suspension ofthe 
Senators of the States, assert as fact, by a solemn | clause in the ordinance prohibiting slavery. These 
vote, that which the personal recollection of every i applicationsworereported uponby.Tohn llandolph, 
Senator who was here during the discussion of ; of Virj^inia, in tlie House, and by Mr. Franklin in 
those compromise acts disproves ? I will not be- / the Senate. Both the reports were against sus- 
lieve it until I see it. If you wish to break up ,! pension. The grounds stated by Randolph are 
the time-honored compact embodied in the Mis- I specially worthy of being considered now. They 
souri compromise, triinsferred into the joint reso- 1! are thus stated in the report: 

lulion f.u- the annexation of Texas, preserved and ]] ^^tu-m tlio oomiiiiuoc' deem it lii'ilily (lanir^^rous juul \wx- 
affirmed by these compromise acts themselves, do ]' innWum u> impair u ti.-nvision u-isfly cii!t'ii!att;(l to iirunsoto 
it openly — do it boldly. Repeal the Missouri pro- ' li=M'i'i'i';f^s and prosperity of the iiorUiwcsu/rn (•(.miiry, 
hibition I?PnMi it bv n rlii-Prt vntP Ho nnt rP ' ^" Security to that, nxteiisivi; frnnlier. 

lUO not . repeal it Oy a^Unect vo e. Uo not le- , ,„ ^.^^^^^^,y ..prration or this saua.-ious and iMMi'jvolent 

peal It by mdirection. Do not " declare" it «< m- . ru,^t.raiiit, it is ixjli.n-ud ttiat tin; inhal.iiaiits of Imiiami will, 
operative," " because superseded by the principles ; <'U no very distant day, find ample remuneration lor a tem- 
of the Ie""islntion of 1850." ! ■'"''■''••■y privation of labor and of emigration." 

Mr. President, three great Eras have marked the j Sir, these reports, made in ISO.'] and 1807, and 
history of this country, in respect to slavery. The the action of Congress upon them, in conforinity 
first may be characterized as the Era of Entrax- | with their recommendation, saved Illinois, and 
cmsKMKs'T. Itconmienced with the earliest Strug- 1; perhaps Indiana, frcmi becoming slave States, 
^les r>r national independence. The spirit v.'liicli ; When the people of Illinois formed their State 
inspired it animated the hearts and prompted the ! constitution, they incorporated into it a section 
efforts of Washington, of Jefferson, of Patrick , providing thnt neither slavery nor involuntary 
Henry, of Wythe, of Adains, of Jay, of Hamil- servitude shall l)e hereafter introduced into this 
ton, of Morris, in .short, of hU the great rnen of our 'Slate. The constitution maile provision for the 
early history. All these hoped — all these labored \ continued service of the few persons who were 
for — all these believed in the final deliverance of ^ originally held as slaves, and then biunul to ser- 
the country from the curse of slavery. That / vice und^r the territorial laws, and for the free- 
spirit burned in the Declaration of Independence, dom of their children, and thus secured the final 
and inspired the provisions of the Constitution, !; extinction of slavery. The Senator thinks that 
and the Ordinance of 17S7. Under Its infiuence, this result is not attributable to the ordinance, I 
when ill full vigor, Slate after State proviiled for \ -KHer from him. But for the ordinance, I have no 
tlie emancipation of the slaves within their limits, ' doabi slavery would have been introduced in»o 
prior to the adoption ofthe Constitution. Under , Indiana, Illinois, and Ohio. It is something to the 
Its feebler influence at a later period, and during ! credit of the era of conservatism, uniting its inllu- 
the administration of Mr. Jefferson, the import- ' ences with thoseof the expiring era of enfranchise- 
ation of slave.^ was prohibited into Mississippi ment, that it maintained the ordinance of 17S7 in 
and Louisiana, in the faint hope that those territo- ■] the northwest. 

ries might finally become free States. Gradually '[ The Era of Conservatism passed, also by im- 
that sj.irit censed to influence our public councils, [ perceptible gradations, into the Era of Slavery 
and Ins; its control over the American heart and ] i'roi'agaxdism. Under the influences of this new 
the American jiolicy." Another era succeeded, spirit we o'^ened the whole territory acquired frorn 
but by such imperceptible gradations that the . Mexico, except California, to the ingress of sla- 
lines which separate the two cannot be traced very. Every foot of it was covered by a Mexican 
with absolute precision. The facts of the two prohibition; and yet, by the legislation of 1850, 
eras meet and mingle as the currents of confluent,; we consented to expose it to llie introduction of 
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slaves. Some, I believe, have actually been car-'ition. We will assert the ancient doctrine, that no 
ried into Utah and into New Mexico. They may \\ person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or prop- 
be few, perhaps, but a few are enough to affect ', erty, by the legislation of Congress, without due 
materially the probable character of their future \ \ process of law. Carrying out that principle into 
governments. Under the evil influences of the , Us practical appUcations, we will not cease our 
same spirit, we are now called upon to reverse the ij eHbrts until slavery shall cease to exist wherever 
original policy of the P»,epublic; to subvert even a j| it can be reached by the constitutional action o*" 
solemn compact of the conservative period, and Government. 

open Nebraska to slavery. jj Sir, I have faith in Progress. I have fait. 

Sir, 1 believe that we are upon the verge of ij Democracy. The planting and growth of t 
another era. That era will be the Era of Reac- | nation, upon this western continent, was not i 
Tios. The introduction of this question here, and i acr.ident. The establishment of the America^ 
its discusfjion, will greatly hasten its advent. We, |! Government, upon the sublime principles of the 
who insist upon the denationalization of slavery, ;i Declaration o/ Independence, and the organization 
and upon the absolute divorce of the General Gov- j of the union of these States, under our existing 
ernment from all connection with it, will stand with |. Constitution, was the work of great men, inspired 
the men who favored the compromise acts, and, j by great ideas, guided by Divine Providence, 
who yet wish to adhere to them,' in their letter and , ', These men, the fathers of the Republic, have be- 
in their spirit, rtgainst the repeal of the Missouri : queathed to us the great duty of so administering 
prohibition. But you may pass it here. You may ; the Government which they organized, as to pro- 
send it to the other House. It may become law. j tect the rights, to guard the interests, and promote 
But its ellect will be to satisfy all thinking men || the well-being of all persons within its jurisdic- 
that no compromises with slavery will stand, ex- {. tion, and thus present to the nations of the earth 
cept so long as they serve the interests of slavery; !| a nol)le example of wise and just self-government, 
and that there is no safe and honorable ground for j Sir, 1 have faith enough to believe that we shall 
non-slaveholders to stand upon, except that of yet fulfill this high duty. Let me borrow the in- 
restricting slavery within Slate limits, and ex- ■ spiration of Milton, while I declare my belief 
eluding it absolutely from the whole sphere of Fed- ,' that we have yet a country *' not degenerated nor 
eral jurisdiction. The old questions between po- !' drooping to a fatal decay, but destined, by casting 
litical parties are at rest. No great question so ;| off theold and wrinkled skin of corruption, to out- 
thoroughly possesses the public mind as this of :Mive these pangs, and wax young again, onj, enfer- 
slavery. This discussion will hasten the inevit- \', ing the glouious ways of truth and prospeuous 
able reorganization of parties upon the new issues ' virtue, become great and honorable in these 



which our circumstances suggest. It will light up 
a fire in the country which may, perhaps, consume 
those who kindle it. 

1 cannot believe that the people of this country 
have so far lost sight of the maxims and principles 



LATTER ages. Methinks I see in my mind a great 
and puissant nation rousing herself like a strong 
man after sleep, and shaking her invincible locks. 
Methinks I see her as an eagle mewing her mighty 
youth, and kindling Iter undazzled eyes at the full 



of the Revolution, or are so insensible to the obli- 1' mju-day beam; purging and tmscaling her long 



gations which those maxims and principles im 
pose, as to acqi-.iesce in the violation of this com- 

Eact. Sir, the Senator from Illinois tells us that 
e proposes a final settlement of all territorial 
questions in respect to slavery, by the application 
of the principle of popular sovereignty. What 
kind of popular sovereignty is that which allows 



abused sight at the fountain^ itself of heaven- 
ly radiance; while the whole noise of timorous 
and flocking birds, with those also that love the 
twilight, flutter about, amazed at what she means, 
and in their envious gabble would prognosticate 
a year of sects and schisms." 

Sir, we may fulfil this sublime destiny if we 



one portion of the people to enslave another por- ^ will but faithfully adhere to the great maxima 
tion? Is that the doctrine of equal rights? Is that i; of the Revolution; honestly carry into their le- 
exact justice? Is that the teaching of enlightened, grtimate practical appUcations the high principles 
liberal, progressive Democracy? No, sir; no! of Democracy; and preserve inviolate plighted 
There can be no real democracy which does not | faith and solemn compacts. Let us do this, put- 
fully maintain the rights of man, as man. Living, ting our trust in the God of our fathers, and 
practical, earnest democracy imperatively requires j there is no dream of national prosperity, power, 
us, while caretully abstaining from unconstitu- j and glory which ancient or modern builders of 
tional interference with the internal regulations of ideal commonwealths ever conceived, which we 
any Slate upon the subject of slavery, or any other may not hope to realize. But if we turn aside from 
subject, to insist upon the practical application of i' these ways of honor, to walk in the by-paths of 
its great principles in all the legislation ofCongress. ' temporary expedients, conipromising with wrong, 
I repeat, sir, that we who maintain these princi- : abetting oppression, and repudiating faith, the 
pies wilt stand shoulder to shoulder with the men | wisdom and devotion and labors of our fathers will 
who, difl'ering from us upon other questions, will j have been all — all in vain. 

yet unite with us in opposition to the violation of | Sir, I trust that the result of this discussion will 
plighted faith contemplated by this bill. There are ' show that the American Senate will sanction no 
men, and not a few, who are willing to adhere to ' breach of compact. Let us strike from the bill 
the compromise of 18.50. If the Missouri prohibi- ' that statement which historical facts and our per- 
tion, which those compromises incorporates and sonal recollections disprove, and then reject the 
preserves among its own provisions, shall be re- ■ whole proposition which looks toward a violation 
pealed, aln-ogated, broken up, thousands will / of the plighted faith and folemn compact which 
say, Away Vvith all compromises; they are not j our fathers made, and which we, their sons, are 
worth the paper on which they are printed; we ! bound by every tie of obligation sacredly to main- 
will return to the old principles of the Constitu- ii tain. 



